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l hrOUghollttthg bOkOk, we have pointed out the weaknesses that cause
arguments to break down. In the vast majority of cases, these weaknesses

represent brf:akdowns in l_ogic or the reasoning process. We call such weak-
nesses fallacies, a term de.nved from Latin. Sometimes these false or erroneous
arguments are deliberate; in fact, the Latin word fallere means “to deceive.” But
more often these arguments are either carelessly constructed or unintentionally
flawed. Thoughtful readers learn to recognize them; thoughtful writers learn to
avoid them. _

As discussed in Chapter 5, the reasoning process was first given formal
expression by Aristotle. In his famous treatises, he described the way we try to
discover the truth— observing the world, selecting impressions, making infer-
ences, generalizing. In this process, Aristotle identified two forms of reasoning;
induction and deduction. Both forms, he realized, are subject to error. Our
observations may be incorrect or insufficient, and our conclusions may be faulty
because they have violated the rules governing the relationship between state-
ments. Induction and deduction are not reserved only for formal arguments
about important problems; they also represent our everyday thinking about the
most ordinary matters. As for the fallacies, they, too, unfortunately, may crop up
anywhere, whenever we are careless in our use of the reasoning process.

In this chapter, we examine some of the most common fallacies. First, how-
ever, a closer look at induction and deduction will make clear what happens
when fallacies occur. :

Induction

Induction is the form of reasoning in which we come to conclusions about
the whole on the basis of observations of particular m?tances. For example,
two friends decided to do some price comparisons. They went to four

e Miller, “Shop-o-nomics: “Which Grocery Store Has the Lowest Prices?”” Get Out of
Debt Guy, September 20, 2010, http:// gctoutofdebt.org/ 21926/shop-o-nomics-which-grocery

-store-has-the-lowest-prices.
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CHAPTER 12 Loglc

popular stores, and at each one they checked the prices of the same four
items: Sunbeam Giant Bread, Charmin Ultra Strong 9 Pack Mega Roll
toilet paper, a gallon of store-brand whole milk, and a 12-pack of Cherry
Coke Zero.

These shoppers were using the inductive method to determine w.hich store
is the least expensive. They studied the prices of individual items at individual
stores and used that information to arrive at a generalization. They were mov-
ing from specifics— the prices of specific items at specific stores—to general
observations. They compared the prices at the four stores and concluded that
Walmart is the least expensive. .

They were using induction, but how accurate was their conclusion? In
inductive reasoning, the reliability of your conclusion depends on the quan-
tity and quality of your observations. Were four items out of the thousands
available at these four stores a sufficiently large sample? Would the friends’
conclusion have been the same if they had chosen fifty items? One hundred?
Even without pricing every item in all four stores, you would be more con-
fident of your generalization as the quality and quantity of your samples
increased.

In June of 2019, the blog LendEDU compared the online cost of fifty
nearly identical items in five different categories from Amazon, Walmart,
and Target.? In this study, the team compared prices on fifty similar items, a
more convincing sample size than in our previous example. In other words,
there were more specific pieces of information to put together in reach-
ing a generalization. If you bought all fifty items, Walmart was 1.73 percent
cheaper than Amazon while Target was 1.24 percent more expensive than
Amazon. Walmart, however, averaged 5.50 percent more expensive per item
than Amazon, while Target averaged 1.24 percent more expensive per
item than Amazon. How can that be? One analyst explains, “The only cat-
egory where both Walmart and Target beat out Amazon on price was in
the Food & Beverage group, by 4.61 percent and 7.30 percent respectively.
The main section that makes Walmart cheaper in total was Technology &
Entertainment, where it was 4.19 percent cheaper.” The process represents
inductive reasoning because the researchers moved from specifics to gener-
alizations, but the details reveal how closely you must look at the numbers in
order to be sure your conclusions are valid. In this case, the specifics of what
you were buying were more relevant to where you should shop than simply
the total cost of all items.

Generalizations can also be complicated by other factors. Walmart recently
aired television commercials citing specific items to prove that its prices on
groceries are better than those at Publix. A blogger on Iheartpublix.com
responded with her own list of prices on fifty-three items, showing that

2 Ted McCarthy, “Amazon vs, Walmart vs. Target Price Comparison,” LendEDU, Shop Tutors,
June 25, 2019, https://lendedu.com/blog/amazon-walmart-target-price-comparison/. :




Induction

. 3
pablix prices are better.” How can both be true?

i
The blogger ack1_10’wledges that her prices were ARGUMENT ESSENTIALS i}
drawn from Pubhx_s ’weekly ads. In other words, Induction -
che compared Publix’s sale prices with Walmart'’s e ik
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everyday prices. (Her argument was that at least
come of the Walmart items in the commercial

were On sale and that smart shoppers buy when an
item 1s ON sale.)

Later in the chapter, we will discuss a fallacy
called Basty generalization that occurs when 3 gen-
cralization is based on too little evidence.

In some cases, you can observe all the
instances in a particular situation. For example,
by acquiring 1nfor.mation about the religious
beliefs of all the residents of a dormitory, you can
srrive at an accurate assessment of the number of
Buddhists. But since our ability to make defin-

itive observations about everything is limited, we must make an inductive
leap about categories of things that we ourselves can never encounter in their
entirety. We make a leap when we have to accept less than absolute certainty
or complete data and conclude that we have enough information on which to
generalize. It is too much of a leap to conclude from a study of four items that
one store is less expensive than another. It is less of a leap to conclude on the

basis of fifty items.

In other cases, we may rely on a principle known in science as “the uni-
formity of nature.” We assume that certain conclusions about oak trees in the

temperate zone of North America, for example, will also be true for oak trees
growing elsewhere under similar climatic conditions. We also use this prin-
ciple in attempting to explain the causes of behavior in human beings. If we
discover that the institutionalization of some children from infancy results in
severe developmental delay, we think it safe to conclude that under the same
circurnstances all children would suffer the same consequences. As in the pre-
vious example, we are aware that certainty about every case of institutionaliza-
tion is impossible. With rare exceptions, the process of induction can offer only
probability, not certain truth. ‘

Keep in mind that induction is a reasoning process, not an organizational
pattern for academic essays. An author may make use of inductive reasoning to
arrive at a generalization that then becomes the thesis of an essay. It may not
always be obvious that the author used induction to arrive at his or her thesis,
but in the following essay, author Steven Doloff describes the inductive process

he used.

= Induction is the process of arriving at a 1
generalization based on the observation of a
number of particular instances. |

m The accuracy of the generalization depends 1|
on the quantity and quality of the particular
instances observed.

= In most cases, the generalization will be a
probability, not a certainty.

s Arriving at a generalization based on to0 few
particular instances is a logical fallacy called
“hasty generalization.”

—

: Michelle, “See the Real Difference— Publix vs. Walmart Shopping,” Heart Publix, June 16,
2012, https://www.iheartpublix.com/2012/07/sce-the-real-difference-publix-vs-walmart
'Shopping—comparision/ :
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Doloff used the inductive
process 25 years ago to see
what conclusions he could
draw about how men and
women were represented
differently in featured
obituaries. This sets up a
comparison with his more
recent analysis.

Doloff repeated the inductive
process but with a larger
sample in 2014.

Doloff generalizes that there
was progress in equality in
25 years, but not enough.

Another similar study
supported his generalization,

CHAPTER 12 Logic

READING ARGUMENT

Seeing Induction
The following essay has been annotated to show inductive reasoning,

Greta Garbo, Meet Joan Rivers . . .
(Talk amongst Yourselves)
STEVEN DOLOFF

Twenty-five years ago, I examined the gender breakdown of the featured
obituaries in The New York Times for a week, from April 13-19,1990.1 found
fifty-three deceased men rated essay-long obituaries, but only one woman—
Greta Garbo, the long retired movie actress from the 1920s and 30s. And in
an issue of this journal, Women and Language (XV.2, 1992), I lamented that
retrospective disregard that added the insult of oblivion to the injury of deval-
uation, so long inflicted upon the experience of women's lives. In a footnote
to my piece, the editor of W €9 L urged its readers to prod their local media
outlets to correct for this sexist bias.

So here we are, a quarter of a century later, and how far have we come in
rectifying this journalistic prejudice? Well, I repeated my survey of The New York
Times featured obituary essays in 2014, this time expanding my sample to cover
not one, but five weeks (September 1-October 5,2014), and I discovered . ..
some progress. Within this thirty-five day period, “T’he Gray Lady” (a nickname
for the paper based on its historically higher-than-normal copy-to-graphics
ratio) ran a hundred and four obituary essays: eighty-four for men, and twenty
for women —that’s just short of 24 percent women, or roughly four men to one
woman. And the most prominent eulogized woman, by far, was the comedienne
Joan Rivers, who died last year from a botched medical procedure.

Now 24 percent is a big jump from the 1.8 percent I found in
1990 — that’s true—but it nevertheless demonstrates the same ongoing
bias: that lives of men still count for more than the lives of women. Actually,
my updated statistical findings closely resembled a similar obituary review,
nine years ago, of another big city daily, the Chicago Tribune, self-reported
on by that paper’s own “public editor,” Timothy McNulty (“Gender gap,
even in death,” November 13, 2006). He found 73 percent of the Tribuneé's

Steven Doloff is professor of Humanities and Media Studies at Pratt Institute. He writes about
culture and education for such publications as the New York Times, the Washington Post, and
the Chronicle of Higher Education. This essay appeared in 2015 in Women and Language,

a peer-reviewed journal that focuses on issues of communication, language, and gender.
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Induction

obituaries were of men, and that

that same percentage breakdown, give-or-
take, matched those in major ne

wspapers all over the country.

And what was McNulty’s opinion on the cause of this “lopsided” state of
affairs? He believed that the heavy Preponderance of past and present male
corporate leaders simply monopolized the most
field of human accomplishment, “business.”

“Though women are increasingly reaching high levels of business in the

society,” he acknowledged, “those on contemporary obituary pages are more
likely to have had one of the traditional roles: teacher,
of a large family, social worker,

journalistically recognized

nurse, nun, mother

and very active volunteer.” McNulty also
postulated that because women live longer than men, and thereby often well

after their most publicly active years, they’re more prone to being forgotten.
Finally, he observed that since many women in retirement are likely to relo-
cate “to follow their . .. children and grandchildren,” they may move away
from the place where they would otherwise be publicly remembered for their
achievements. Hmmm.
Aside from the comparable gender statistics themselves, my more recent

perusal of The New York Times obituary page revealed something other

than what McNulty proposes. I found a fairly broad range of professional
achievements that proved print-worthy of the eighty-four deceased men.
While only five seemed categorically distinguished as corporate magnates,
most were not, and included a variety of sports figures, diplomats, journal-
ists, academics, politicians, scientists, military heroes, inventors, and creative
and performing artists of every stripe. Also noted were the deaths of the

sons of Bernie Madoff and Victor McLaglan, a police informer, an exoner-
ated state prisoner, and two cartoonists. The range of distinctions among the
twenty deceased women was much narrower. Fifteen were from the arts and
performance fields, accompanied by an epidemiologist, a pilot, a duchess, a
woman who, as a child, refused to stand up for the pledge of allegiance in
her school, and a transgender advocate. No nuns, no nurses, no social work-
ers, and not one celebrated for the size of her family.

So why is there still this skew towards the encomia of male experience,
even in the nation’s most highly regarded “paper of record”? Is it really, as
McNulty presents it, just a matter of waiting for more women, who now
comprise 47 percent of the American work force, to elbow their way further
up the same competitive ladders built by men, and so “win” better percent-
ages on the Times obit page?

Well, McNulty might be right, even if a recent and lengthy front-page
article in the NY7 seems to suggest that the promise of competitively

The other researcher,
McNulty, tries to explain
why fewer women are
represented in the obituary
pssays. He Is examining the
cause/effect relationship
behind the numbers.

Doloff offers his rebuttal.

McNulty predicts it is just a
matter of time before women
work their way up to obituary
equality.

R e T o T e S e
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Aside from the comparable gender statistics themselves, my more recent
perusal of The New York Times obituary page revealed something other
than what McNulty proposes. I found a fairly broad range of professional
achievements that proved print-worthy of the eighty-four deceased men.
While only five seemed categorically distinguished as corporate magnates,
most were not, and included a variety of sports figures, diplomats, journal-
ists, academics, politicians, scientists, military heroes, inventors, and creative
and performing artists of every stripe. Also noted were the deaths of the
sons of Bernie Madoff and Victor McLaglan, a police informer, an exoner-
ated state prisoner, and two cartoonists. The range of distinctions among the
twenty deceased women was much narrower. Fifteen were from the arts and
performance fields, accompanied by an epidemiologist, a pilot, a duchess, a
woman who, as a child, refused to stand up for the pledge of allegiance in
her school, and a transgender advocate. No nuns, no nurses, no social work-
ers, and not one celebrated for the size of her family.

So why is there still this skew towards the encomia of male experience,
even in the nation’s most highly regarded “paper of record”? Is it really, as McNulty predicts it is just a
McNulty presents it, just a matter of waiting for more women, who now matter of time before women

: i 8 work their way up to obituary
comprise 47 percent of the American work force, to elbow their way further equality.
up the same competitive ladders built by men, and so “win” better percent-
ages on the Times obit page?

Well, McNulty might be right, even if a recent and lengthy front-page
article in the NY7 seems to suggest that the promise of competitively

Doloff offers his rebuttal.




Kantor’s research, however,
suggests progress is coming
more slowly than might

have been hoped, even at
Stanford, where diversity was
stressed early.

Doloff has generalized about
what the numbers meant

in the past; now he focuses
on what they mean for

the future: very little once
we recognize that popular
newspapers don't have to be
the “defining medium” for
achievement.

Doloff claims that it is the
internet that is correcting the
discrepancy between how
men's and women's lives are
valued.
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«sional gender equality may still be a ways off.

Jodie Kantor, in «A Gender Gap More Powerful than the Internet” (NYT,
1 y

i .

rted on the 20" reunion of the
December 23, 2014, Al, A18, A19), 1€P° : .
17egg$e:on Stanford University class of 1994. Back in the 90s, she points

out. Stanford, “already the most powerful incubator in Silicon Valley,”

g resentative num-
had adopted a diversity policy d651gned to pump ;ep Smaerian
bers of women and minorities into the new era oI ¢y g7 an

achieved, top-tier profe

entrepreneurship. LS

Yet Kantor discovered, through extensive interview
the class of 94 had participated in 2 Stanford Cfimpus gone C.C)mputer :
science crazy, with the majority of students taking programming courses,

still it was primarily from the male half of the graduates (with some female
exceptions, here and there) that the most recognizable movers, shakers, and
) rged. She surmised that the high-wire

earners of the current internet age eme A
financial ambiance of the internet industry, capitalized by “mostly male-run

venture funds,” somehow induced otherwise totally techno-capable female
fe jobs in and out of technology,” or

views, that even though

members of the class into opting for “sa
more conventional careers in law, finance, medicine.

This may seem like disheartening news for the cause of obituarial gender 19
equality. And it would be, if we accept that the public sphere reflected by
newspapers like The New York Times is, in fact, as it is and all there is, and
that newspapers are and will continue to be the defining medium for that
sphere. But if we consider that such selectively highlighted corporate rungs
and ladders (even those extending into cyberspace) are not the only indica-
tors of social contributions, a far more equitable gender achievement hori-
zon appears. Nor do we need to wait for women to build their own ladders
to competitively ascend, as there are already countless women'’s lives full of
notable virtue and accomplishment.

As Gloria Steinem put it, women “have always been an equal part of the
past . .. [they] just haven't been a part of history.” And it is the internet (not
newspapers), despite any cyber-mogul gender gap, that is correcting this
discrepancy—if not from the top down in corporate figureheads, then from
the bottom up in revelatory and substantive content. Simply scan the con-
stantly expanding library of MAKERS.com, the online digital and video
platform launched in 2012, that has been accumulating thousands of wom-
en’s stories, in both original interview and archival film and photo format.
In 2013, its documentary “MAKERS: Women Who Made America” was

watched by over four million viewers on PBS stations around America, and
in 2014, PBS further aired MAKERS’ six-week series: Women in Space,
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, Women in Business, Women in

ot FA50 last year, MAKERS 1 g npiling
chive of hitherto insufﬁciently cred;t d ;j 11\I : v At
f ¢d 1emale achievement i ;
tin the STEM

cience, techn - :
fields (s N ology, “hgineering, and mathemat: g
of impartially looking. matics). It’s just a matter

So here’s my two

already happening. As advertising dollars
redirected into the endlessly inclusive me

larger and more diversified audience, newspaper size and circulation propor-
tionally (and, again, inevitably) diminish. And while newspapers arenl;-)t ?1}::;
yet, their prospective demise is a common editorial chew tl:; :
obit, as it were, a2 work-in-progress.

Let me finally prognosticate that there will probably never be an
uber-narrative of history published anywhere reflecting perfect gender
equality. But at least in the budding, pluralistic cyber universe, it would
appear the more egalitarian pixels “of record” will fall, to quote James Joyce,
equally “upon all the living and the dead” of both sexes.

So if Garbo does happen to bump into Rivers in the hereafter, and they

] .
do talk, let’s hope it gets recorded, because I'm sure it will make for a hilari-
ous conversation. :

are increasingly and inevitably
dium of the internet, with its far

y—their own

Reading, Writing, and Discussion Questions

1. How much progress did Steven Doloff find in the treatment of women on the
obituary page between his original study and the more recent one?

2. What is McNulty’s explanation for the discrepancy that still exists between
men and women when it comes to obituary essays? What is Doloff’s response
to McNulty’s explanation? | '

3. How does Doloff’s essay illustrate the use of inductive reasoning?

4. Do you feel that Doloff effectively supports his main claim? Why, or why not?

S. Doloff concludes that women have a better chance of having their accom-
plishments recognized as equivalent to those of men on the internet than in
newspapers. Consider the many women who have recently entered national

politics. Write an essay in which you explain whether you feel the extensive
online coverage of these women has helped or hurt them as candidates.

First prediction: before the
skewing can be corrected,
newspapers will have lost
their social impact.

Second prediction: there will
never be a published history in
which men and women share
gender equality, but the cyber
world is more egalitarian, and
there they can.
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Deduction
It is useful to think of deduction as working in the opposite direc‘tion from
induction. With deductive reasoning, an arguer essentiall).f starts with a gen-
cral statement that would apply to a number of specific situations. Then the
arguer applies that generalization to one specific instance. Unlike the conclu-
sions from induction, which are only probable, the conclusions from qeduction
are certain. The simplest deductive argument consists of two premises and a
conclusion. Outlined in the form of a syllogism, the classic form of deductive

reasoning, such an argument looks like this:

Major premise: All students with 3.5 averages and above for three years are
invited to become members of Kappa Gamma Pi, the honor society.

Minor premise: George has had a 3.8 average for over three years.
Conclusion: Therefore, he will be invited to join Kappa Gamma Pi.

This deductive conclusion is va/id, or logically consistent, because it follows
necessarily from the premises. No other conclusion 1s p0531blc. Validity,

however, refers only to the form of the argument. The argument itself may
not be satisfactory if the premises are not true— if Kappa Gamma Pi has
imposed other conditions or if George has only a 3.4 average. The difference
between truth and validity is important because it alerts us to the necessity
for examining the truth of the premises before we decide that the conclusion
is sound. To be sound, an argument must be valid and all of its premises
must be true.

One way of discovering how the deductive process works is to look at the
methods used by Sherlock Holmes, that most famous of literary detectives, in
solving his mysteries. On one occasion, Holmes observed that a man sitting
opposite him on a train had chalk dust on his fingers. From this observation,
Holmes deduced that the man was a schoolteacher. If his thinking were out-

lined in a syllogism, it would take this form:

o —e.

Major premise: All men with chalk dust on their fingers are schoolteachers.
' Minor premise: This man has chalk dust on his fingers.
Conclusion: Therefore, this man is a schoolteacher.

The major premise offers a generalization about a large group or class. This

eneralization has been arrived at through inductive reasoning, or observation
of particulars. The minor premise makes a statement about a specific mem-
ber of that group or class. The third proposition is the conclusion, which links
the other two propositions, in much the same way that an assumption links
support and a claim.

But although the argument may be logical and va/id, it is faulty. A deductive
argument is only as strong as its premises. In this case, the major premise, the
generalization that all men with chalk dust on their fingers are schoolteachers,
5 not true, so the argument is not sound. Perhaps all the men with dusty fingers




Deduction

Men with chalk dust
on their fingers

whom Holmes had so far observed had turned out to be schoolteachers, but
his sample was not sufficiently large to enable him to conclude that all dust-
fingered men are teachtj:rs. In Holmes’s day, draftsmen or carpenters or tailors
might have had fingers just as white as those of schoolteachers. Sometimes it is
helpful to draw a Venn diagram, circles representing the various groups in their
relation to the whole.

If the large circle above represents all those who have chalk dust on their
fingers, we see that several different groups may be contained in this universe.
To be safe, Holmes should have deduced that the man on the train might have
been a schoolteacher; he was not safe in deducing more than that. Obviously,
if the inductive generalization or major premise is false, the conclusion of the
particular deductive argument is also false or invalid.

The deductive argument may also go wrong elsewhere. What if the minor
premise is untrue? Could Holmes have mistaken the source of the white pow-
der on the man’s fingers? Suppose it was not chalk dust but flour or confec-
tioner’s sugar or talcum or heroin. Any of these possibilities would weaken or
invalidate Holmes’s conclusion. '

Another example, closer to the kinds of arguments you will examine in your
academic work, reveals the flaw in the deductive process.

Major premise: All Communists oppose organized religion.
Minor premise: Robert Roe opposes organized religion.
Conclusion: Therefore, Robert Roe is a Communist.

The fact that two things share an attribute does not mean that they are the
same thing. The following diagram (p. 328) makes clear that Robert Roe and
Communists do not necessarily share all attributes. Remembering that Holmes
may have misinterpreted the signs of chalk on the traveler’s fingers, we may
also want to question whether Robert Roe’s opposition to organized religion

has been misinterpreted.

327
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Those who oppose  \
~organized religion

Some deductive arguments give us trouble because one of the premises,
usually the major premise, is omitted. As in the assumptions we examined in
Chapter 8, a failure to evaluate the truth of an unexpressed premise may lead
to an invalid conclusion. When only two parts of a syllogism appear, we call
the resulting form an enthymeme. Suppose we overhear the following bit of
conversation:

- “Did you hear about ]ean’é father? He had a heart attack last week.”
“That’s too bad. But 'm not surprised. I know he always refused to go
for his annual physical checkups.”

The second speaker has used an unexpressed major premise, the cause-and-
effect assumption If you have annual physical checkups, you can avoid heart attacks.
He does not express it because he assumes that it is unnecessary to do so. The
first speaker recognizes the unspoken assumption and may agree with it. Or
the first speaker may produce evidence from reputable sources that such a gen-
eralization is by no means universally true, in which case the conclusion of the
second speaker is suspect.

A knowledge of the deductive process can

ARGUMENT ESSENTIALS
Deduction

s Deduction is the process of applying a gene-
ralization to a particular instance.

s The simplest deductive argument consists of two
premises and a conclusion — a syllogism.

s The conclusions from deduction are certain
if both premises are true.

help guide you toward an evaluation of the
soundness of your reasoning in an argument you
are constructing. A syllogism is often clearer than
an outline in establishing the relations between

the different parts of an argument.

Setting down your own or someone else’s
argument in this form will not necessarily give
you the answers to questions about how to sup-
port your claim, but it should clearly indicate
what your claims are and, above all, what logical
connections exist between your statements.
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The following essay has been amnotated to show dedycet;
acauction,

Are We Living Too Long?
GEAMUS O’MAHONY

(O - — 1 e

¢ lifespan of human beings has far

“I would argue that we are basically built

to reach 25 years of age. All the regt
£ time and mone s C8E 15 luxuf)’-”wealthy older people spend a 0'Mahony generalizes about
loEg e malntmnmg their heal how the wealthy view aging.

party CONVersations center on colonoscopies,

exceeded what it was intended to be-

th and postponing death. Dinner-

: statins (drugs which reduce
blood cholesterol), and new diets. Many Americans whogare not doctors sub-

scribe to the New England Journ . : s
: 11-off, older ac > . el Of‘Medzcme‘ I have noticed a similar trend A restatement of the
S i quaintances of mine: health, and its maintenance, has generalization
become their hobby. : :

All quite laudable, b ; - : : ;
5 q ,f ut let’s take this trend to its logical conclusion. What  0'Mahony now takes that
conse ra i : 2.l Ze

are the co gl@nc;s or society if average life expectancy rises to 100 years, generalization and applies it.
BLVED m‘orf:. .e ace the prospect of an army of centenarians cared for by ~ Long working lives spent
poorly paid immigrants. The children of these centenarians can expect to AL e Eletlfoul

k well into their 70 in'g : 2% be the effect on the lives of
wor s, or even 80s. The world of work will alter drastically, specific, real people.
with diminishing opportunities for the young. .

What if powerful new therapies emerge which can slow down the aging  again, 0'Mahony applies a -
process and postpone death? Undoubtedly it will be the rich and powerful generalization to specific -
will avail themselv : . : b realities. This time the
who ' . . es of them Poo‘r people in Africa, Asia, and South STl tibn i kpeeifodlly
America will continue to struggle for simple necessities, such as food, clean ~ about the development of S

water, and basic healthcare. There will be bitter debates about whether the ~  life-extending therapies.
state should fund such therapies. The old are a powerful lobby group and,
compared to the young, are far more likely to vote, and thus hurt politicians

at the ballot box. Politicians and policymakers mess with welfare provision
for the old at their peril. The baby boomers of rich Western countries are His major premise applied to
now in their 60s and 70s and are aiming for a different kind of old age than Baby bpormars 1. We West
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Seamus O'Mahony is a consultant gastroenterologist at Cork University Hospital in Ireland, asso-
ciate editor for medical humanities of the Journal of the Royal College of Physicians of Edinburgh,
and author of The Way We Die Now (2016) and Can Medicine Be Cured? The Corruption of a
Profession (2019). His essay appeared in the Saturday Evening Post on April 30, 2019.
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Major premise; Wealthy
older people want a different
kind of old age than their
parents.

Minor premise: Many will
spend their final years in
nursing homes.

Conclusion: Their vision of
aging is “wishful thinking,"
or improbable.

The downside of living too
long

A dystopian view of living
too long

CHAPTER 12 Logic

their parents. They demand a retirement that is wellfunded, active, and
packed with experience. They are unfettered by mortgage debt a.nd are the
last generation to receive defined benefit pensions. The economic downturn
of the last several years has only strengthened their position. They are pas-
sionate believers in the compression of morbidity. .

But this vision of aging is wishful thinking. Many now face an old agein
which the final years are spent in nursing homes. There are several s(')c1etal
reasons for this: increased longevity, the demise of the multi-generational
extended family, and the contemporary obsession with safety. Nf)ne of us
wants to spend the end of our life in a nursing home; they are viewed
(correctly) as places which value safety and protocol over independence
and living.

What are we to do? We will not see a return of the preindustrial
extended family; the future is urban, atomized, and medicalized.

The bioethicist Ezekiel Emanuel outraged the baby boomers with his
2014 essay for the Atlantic, “Why I Hope to Die at 75.” He attacked
what he called the American immortal: “ think this manic desperation to
endlessly extend life is misguided and potentially destructive. For many
reasons, 75 is a pretty good age to aim to stop. Americans may live longer
than their parents, but they are likely to be more incapacitated. Does that
sound very desirable? Not to me.” .

Auberon Waugh (who died aged 61), son of Evelyn Waugh (who died
aged 62), once remarked, “It is the duty of all good parents to die young.”
Montaigne put it like this: “Make room for others, as others have made
room for you.” ,

Charles C. Mann wrote an essay in 2005 for the A#/antic called “The
Coming Death Shortage,” which envisaged a future “tripartite society” of
“the very old and very rich on top, beta-testing each new treatment on
themselves; a mass of ordinary old, forced by insurance into supremely
healthy habits, kept alive by medical entitlement; and the diminishingly
influential young.”

I am broadly in agreement with Mann that ever-increasing longevity is
bad for society, but the problem is this: Given the opportunity of a few extra
years, would I take them? Of course I would. There is an old joke: “Who
wants to live to be 100? A guy who’s 99.”

Medicine has taken much of the credit, but longevity in developed coun-
tries has increased owing to a combination of factors, which include not only
organized healthcare, but also improved living conditions, disease prevention,
and behavioral changes, such as reductions in smoking.
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ally or financially.

Many within medicine view with alarm the direction modern healthcare
has taken—that spending on medicine i countries like the U.S. has passed
the tipping point where it causes more harm than good. We have seen the
rise in the concept of disease “awareness,” promoted, not infrequently, by
pharmaceutical companies. Genetics has the potential to turn us all into
patients by identifying our predisposition to various diseases. Guidelines
from the European Society of Cardiology on treatment of blood pressure
and high cholesterol levels identified 76 percent of the entire adult popula-
tion of Norway as being “at increased risk.” This ruse of “disease mongering”
(driven mainly by the pharmaceutical industry) has identified the worried
well, rather than the sick, as their market.

We cannot, like misers, hoard health; living uses it up. Nor should we
lose it like spendthrifts. Health, like money, is not an end in itself; like
money, it is a prerequisite for a decent, fulfilling life. The obsessive pursuit
of health is a form of consumerism and impoverishes us not just spiritually,
but also financially. Rising spending on healthcare inevitably means that we
spend less on other societal needs, such as education, housing, and transport.
Medicine should give up the quest to conquer nature, and retreat to a core
function of providing comfort and succor. '

Practice: Deduction

The following excerpt exemplifies former secretary of state Hillary Clinton’s

frequent use of deduction. Read the excerpt, and answer the questions that
follow it
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Major premise: People can
now know what diseases
they might get.

Minor premise: They are
worried before they are even
sick.

Conclusion: Spending on
medicine may cause more
harm than good.

Major premise: When the
pursuit of health is obsessive,
it impoverishes us spiritually
and financially.

Minor premise: The wealthy
elderly are obsessed with
health.

Conclusion: The wealthy
elderly are impoverished
spiritually and financially.

0'Mahony’s overall
conclusion: Let medicine

do what it is intended to do,
offer comfort and succor, not
conquer nature.
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Remarks at the Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation

Women and the Economy Summit
HILLARY CLINTON

Integrating women more effectively into the way
businesscs invest, market, and recruit also yiclds
benefits in terms of profitability and corporate
governance. In a McKinsey survey, a third of
exccutives reported increased profits as a result of
investments in empowering women in emerging
markets. Research also demonstrates a strong
correlation between higher degrees of gender
diversity in the leadership ranks of business and
organizational performancé. The World Bank
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female workers and managers, managers could
significan tly increase product'rvity per worker by
25 to 40 percent. Reducing barriers preventing
women from working in certain sectors would
lower the productivity gap between male and
female workers by a third to one half across a

range of countries.

Hillary Clinton served as secretary of state for then president
Barack Obama from 2009 to 2013. The speech was given

PR e

finds that by eliminating discrimination against in September 2011.

Reading, Writing, and Discussion Questions

1. What is the major premise in this passage from Clinton’s speech?

2. What is the relationship between the first sentence and the rest of the
paragraph?

Common Fallacies

In this necessarily brief review it would be impossible to discuss all the falla-
cies listed by logicians, but we can examine the ones most likely to be found
in the arguments you will read and write. Fallacies are difficult to classify,
first, because there are literally dozens of systems for classifying, and second,
because under any system there is always a good deal of overlap. It’s helpful to
remember that even if you cannot name the particular fallacy, you can learn to

recognize it and not only refute it in the arguments of others but avoid it in
your own as well. -




e e,

Common Fallacies
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QESEARCH SKiLL

Structurin
and Specifics

Whether you approach the subject of Your research
inductively or deductively, you will neeq to be aware
throughout the research process of the re
petween generalizations and specifics. Yo
with an idea that you want to Support (a workin
thesis for deductive arguments), or you may do .
research to amive at a general conclusion (induction)
you do yourself a disservice, however, and rigk pro |
ducing a flawed argument, if you view research as
a quest for specific information that wil support that
stand. You have to be open to information that you
come across that does not fit neatly under your thesis
since the whole point of deductive research is to Iink'
specifics with the generalizations they support or, on
the other inductive hand, to adapt generalizations
to match what your research reveals. That does not
mean ignoring what doesn't fit,

If you approach your research inductively, you
may be more fiexible about considering all of the

Iationship
U may start

-

g Your Research with Generalizations

specific information you come across. That doesn't
mean that you have no idea where your research
might lead — although it could — but it means,
again, being open to what you find and willing to
adapt your thesis as you go through the research
process.

Whether you start with the big idea and apply
it to specifics or build from the specifics toward
a generalization, the relationships between gen-
eral and specific can give a very natural structure
to your writing. Your broadest generalization or
conclusion will be your thesis, and the specifics
will be your supporting paragraphs. Within para-
graphs, the specifics will support topic sentences
that together support your thesis. This very basic
structure for an essay grew out of the fact that
linking the general and the specific inductively and
deductively is the way that the human mind natu-
raily works.

Hasty Generalization

Many of our prejudices are a result of hasty generalization. A prejudice is
literally a judgment made before the facts are in. On the basis of experience
with two or three members of an ethnic group, for example, we may form the
prejudice that all members of the group share the characteristics that we have
attributed to the two or three in our experience. .

Superstitions are also based in part on hasty generalization. As a result of
a very small number of experiences with black cats, broken mirrors, Friday the
thirteenth, or spilled salt, some people will assume a cause-and-effect relation
between these signs and misfortunes. Superstition has been defined as “a notion
maintained despite evidence to the contrary.” The evidence would certainly
show that contrary to the superstitious belief, in a lifetime, hundreds of such
“unlucky” signs are not followed by unfortunate events. To generalize about a
connection is therefore unjustified.

Any generalization based on too few particular instances is a hasty gener-
alization. Since we seldom have the chance to observe every possible instance
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before arriving at a generalization, we have to interpret what “too few” means
in a particular context. Here are some examples of hasty generalizations:

n [ got a parking ticket for parking on the street before I got my permit and
another ticket for parking facing the wrong way on the street. These police
in Columbia arc just out to make money off of college students!

That elderly driver cut me off. Old people shouldn't be allowed to drive.

I studied for my first two statistics tests and still failed. I'm not going to
even bother to study for the final because I'm going to fail it anyway.

I've got to wear my lucky Clemson shirt! We never lose when I wear it!

It made me really nervous having that family of Muslims on my flight.

Faulty Use of Authority

The use of authority— the attempt to bolster claims by citing the opinions of
experts—was discussed in Chapter 7. Experts are a valuable source of infor-
mation on subjects we have no personal experience with or specialized knowl-
edge about. Properly identified, they can provide essential support. The faulty

use of authority occurs when individuals are presented as authorities in fields

in which they are not. An actor who plays a doctor on television may be hired

to advertise the latest sleep medicine but actually has no more expertise with
medications than the average consumer. The role that he plays may make him
appear to be an authority but does not make him one. No matter how impres-
sive credentials sound, they are largely meaningless unless they establish

relevant authority.
Vintage ads are a rich source of false use of authority:

a More doctors smoke Camels than any other cigarettes. (1949)
o For Sun Giant Raisins: Horror film star Vincent Price says, “Around my
Litchen this is raisin time of year . . . because raisins are good, and good for

you.” (1974)

s The Soda Pop Board of America
claimed that laboratory tests have
proven that babies who start drink-
ing soda early have a much higher
chance of gaining acceptance and
“fitting in” during the preteen years.
(2002 parody)

In a series of popular television com-
mercials for Holiday Inn Express that
ran for eleven years starting in 1998 and
then were started again in 2013, ordi-
nary people step in to perform the role
of professionals. (See Fig. 12.1.) When
it is discovered that they are not profes-

FIGURE 12.1 Holiday Inn Express commercial ;
sionals as others assumed, the retort 1
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always oliday Inn Express last night.”
e ads a woman relaxes under what she 4 press last night.” In one of

i assumes to be the
ckilled acupuncturist, only to find that talented hands of a

e stayed at the night before § sole claim to authority is what hotel
e stay! Z

Common Fallacies

post Hoc or Doubtful Cause

The entire Latin term for this fallac
«After this, therefore because of this.”
follows another event, the first event

roximity of events or conditions does
can see from the following examples of

Y 1s post hoc, ergo propter hoc, meaning,
he arguer infers that because one event
must be the cause of the second. But
not guarantee a causal relation, as you

the post hoc fallacy:

s The rooster crows every morning at 5:00 and, seeing the sun rise immedi-
ately after, decides that his crowing has caused the sun to rise

s A month after A-bomb tests are concluded, tornadoes damage ;hc area where
the tests were held, and residents decide that the tests caused the tornadoes.

s After the school principal suspends daily prayers in the classroom, acts of

vandah.sm increase, and some parents are convinced that failure to conduct
prayer is responsible for the rise in vandalism.

In each of these cases, the fact that one event follows another does not prove a
causal connection. The two events may be coincidental, or the first event may
be only one—and an insignificant one— of many causes that have produced
the second event. The reader or writer of causal arguments must determine
whether another more plausible explanation exists and whether several causes
have combined to produce the effect. Perhaps the suspension of prayer was
only one of 2 number of related causes: a decline in disciplinary action, a relax-
ation of academic standards, a change in school administration, and changes in
family structure in the school community.

In the social sciences, cause-and-effect relations are especially susceptible
to challenge. Human experiences can seldom be subjected to laboratory con-
ditions. In addition, the complexity of the social environment makes it diffi-
cult, even impossible, to extract one cause from among the many that influence
human behavior.

False Analogy

Many analogies are merely descriptive and offer no proof of the connection
between the two things being compared. An analogy is called a false analogy
when two things are compared to each other on the basis of superficial similar-
ities while significant dissimilarities are ignored. Some examples:

® Bill Clinton had no experience of serving in the military. To have Bill
Clinton become president, and thus commander-in-chief of the armed
forces of the United States, was like electing some passerby on the street to
fly the space shuttle.
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» Students should be allowed to look at their textbooks dElring examin;-l-
tions. After all, surgeons have X-rays to guidc‘: them during an operation;
lawyers have briefs to guide them during a trial; carpenters have blueprints
to guide them when building a house. Why, then,'shoElldl‘lt students be
allowed to look at their textbooks during an examination?

= Education cannot prepare men and women for marr'lage.‘Trymg to ec.iucate
them for marriage is like trying to teach them to swim without allowing
them to go into the water. It can't be done. 1 fad|

u People are like dogs. They respond best to clear discipline.

Ad Hominem

The Latin term ad hominem means “against the man” and refers to an at.tack on
the person rather than on the argument or the issue. The assumption in §uch
a fallacy is that if the speaker proves to be unacceptable; in some way, his or
her statements must also be judged unacceptable. Attacking the al‘ltl-lor of the
statement is a strategy of diversion that prevents the reader from giving atten-
tion where it is due—to the issue under discussion. .

You might hear someone complain, “What can the priest tell us ?bm-;t mar-
riage? He’s never been married himself.” This ad hominem accusation ignores
the validity of the advice the priest might offer. II.I _the same way, a patient
might reject advice on diet by an overweight physician. In politics, it is not
uncommon for antagonists to attack each other for personal characteristics
that may not be relevant to the tasks they will be elected to perform. They may
be criticized for infidelity to their partners, age, atheism, or a flamboyant social
life. Even if certain assertions should be proved true, voters should not ignore
the substance of what politicians do and say in their public offices.

Some examples of ad hominem assertions:

s I wouldn't vote for Higgins because he left his wife and three kids to run
off with his secretary.

s The CEO of that company is too young, so I wouldn't buy its products.

s She shouldn’t serve on the school board; she has two children and has
never been married!

Ad hominem accusations against the person do no# constitute a fallacy if the
characteristics under attack are relevant to the argument. If the politician is
irresponsible and dishonest in the conduct of his or her personal life, we may
be justified in thinking that the person will also behave irresponsibly and dis-
honestly in public office.

False Dilemma

As the name tells us, the false dilemma, sometimes called the “black-white
fallacy,” poses an either-or situation. The arguer suggests that only two alter-
natives exist, although there may be other explanations of or solutions to the




Common Fallacies

David Frent/Getty Images

roblglgm un(.iclf3 r(ilsgussmr_l. Th(-e false dilemma reflects the simplification of a
complex pr . dometimes it is offered out of ignorance or laziness, some-

rimes to divert attention from the real explanati :
ation or solution
rejects for doubtful reasons. that the arguer

You may encounter the either-or situation in dilemmas about personal
choices. “At the University of Georgia,” says one writer, “the measure of a man
was football. You either played it or worshipped those who did, and there was
no middle grouncl.”4 Clearly, this dilemma— playing football’ or worshiping
those who do—ignores other measures of manhood. |

Politics and government offer a wealth of examples:

s U.S.A.: Love it or leave it.
s If we don’t end our dependence on oil, we will destroy our children’s future.

s Either you are with us, or you are with the terrorists.

In an interview with the New York Times in 1975, the Shah of Iran was asked
why he could not introduce into his authoritarian regime greater freedom for
his subjects. His reply was, “What's wrong with authority? Is anarchy better?”

Slippery Slope

If an arguer predicts that taking a first step will lead inevitably to a second,

usually undesirable step, he or she must provide evidence that this will happen.

Otherwise, the arguer is guilty of 2 slippery-slope fallacy. .
Predictions based on the danger ‘nherent in taking the first step are

commonplace. In a speech to Congress on October 27, 1999, Independent

December 18, 1983, 96.

* Phil Gailey, “A Nonsports Fan,” New York Times Magazine,
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i presidential candidate Ron Paul said, “I am strongly pro-life. I think one of
' the most disastrous rulings of this century was Roe versus Wade. 1 do believe in
the slippery-slope theory. I believe that if people are careless and casual aboy
life at the beginning of life, we will be careless and casual about life at the end.
Abortion leads to euthanasia. I believe that.” Here are other examples:
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= The Connecticut law allowing sixteen-year-olds and their parents to
divorce each other will mean the death of the family.

= If we ban handguns, we will end up banning rifles and other hunting
weapons.

T AT K LT\, Tyt

Slippery-slope predictions are simplistic. They ignore not only the dissimi-
larities between first and last steps but also the complexity of the developments
in any long chain of events.

Begging the Question

If the writer makes a statement that assumes that the very question being
argued has already been proved, the writer is guilty of begging the question.
In a letter to the editor of a college newspaper protesting the failure of the
i majority of students to meet the writing requirement because they had failed
! an exemption test, the writer said, “Not exempting all students who honestly
qualify for exemption is an insult.” But whether the students are honestly qual-
ified is precisely the question that the exemption test was supposed to resolve.
The writer has not proved that the students who failed the writing test were
qualified for exemption. She has only made an assertion as if she had already
proved it.

Circular reasoning is an extreme example of begging the question: “Women
should not be permitted to join men’s clubs because the clubs are for men only.”

The question to be resolved first, of course, is whether clubs for men only
should continue to exist.

Other examples:
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m | hate soccer because it’s a sport I just don’t like.

m The reason these clubs are in such demand is that everyone wants to getin
them.

= Freedom of speech is important because people should be able to speak
freely.

Straw Man

The straw-man fallacy consists of an attack on a view similar to but not the
same as the one your opponent holds. It is a familiar diversionary tactic. The
name probably derives from an old game in which a straw man was set up to
divert attention from the real target that a contestant was supposed to knock
down.
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Nixon. In 1952, during his vi identi
; . on., ; g his vice-presidential
campaign, Nixon was accused of havmg appropriated $18,000 inpcampaign

funds for his personal use. At one point in the radio and television speech in

which he defended his reputation, he said:

One other thing I probably should tell you, because if I don't they will
probably be saying this about me, too. We did get something, a gift,
after the election.

A man down in Texas heard Pat on the radio mention the fact that
our two youngsters would like to have a dog, and, believe it or not, the
day before we left on this campaign trip we got a message from Union
Station in Baltimore saying they had a package for us. We went down
to get it. You know what it was?

It was a little cocker spaniel dog, in a crate that he had sent all the
way from Texas, black and white, spotted, and our little girl, Tricia, the
six-year-old, named it Checkers.

And, you know, the kids, like all kids, loved the dog, and I just want
to say this, right now, that regardless of what they say about it, we are
going to keep it.°

Of course, Nixon knew that the issue was the alleged misappropriation of
funds, not the ownership of the dog, which no one had asked him to return.

* David Edwards, “George Will Uses Bloomberg’s Soda Ban to Blast Climate Change Laws,”
Raw Story, June 3, 2012, http://www.rawstory.com/2012/06/ george-will-uses-bloombergs-soda

-ban-to-blast-climate-change-laws/.
¢ Radio and television address of Senator Nixon from Los Angeles on September 23, 1952,
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Two Wrongs Make a Right

The two-wrongs-make-a-right fallacy is a

attention may be diverted from the question at issuc. i .
After President Jimmy Carter in March 1977 attacked the human rights

record of the Soviet Union, Russian officials responded:

ate of human rights in the United States, it is
facts: millions of unemployed, racial
fringement of citizens’

nother example of the way in which

As for the present st
characterized by the following
discrimination, social inequality of women, in
personal freedom, the growth of crime, and so on.

The Russians made no attempt to deny the failure of their human rights
record; instead they attacked by pointing out that the Americans are not

blameless either.
Other examples:

= Anyone who killed those innocent children deserves the death penalty.
s It’s okay to use chemical weapons against the U.S. since the U.S. used them

- against Vietnam.
= I had every right to take his Xbox. He broke mine!

Non Sequitur

The Latin term non sequitur, which means “it does not follow,” is another
fallacy of irrelevance. An advertisement for a book, Wor/ds in Collision, whose
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Joel Pett Editorial Cartoon used with the permission of Joel Pett and the Cartoonist Group. All rights reserved.
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Ad Populum

Arguers guilty of the “?POP“I”’” fallacy make an appeal to the prejudices
of the people (POP”{“’” in Latin). They assume that their claim can be ade-
quately defended' without further support if they emphasize a belief or atti-
rude that the audience shares with them. One common form of ad populum is
an appeal to patriotism, which may enable arguers to omit evidence that the
audience needs for proper evaluation of the claim. In the following advertise-

ment, the makers of Zippo lighters made such an appeal in urging readers to
buy their product:

It's a grand old lighter. Zippo—the grand old lighter that’s made right
here in the good old U.S.A.

We truly make an all-American product. The raw materials used in
making a Zippo lighter are all right from this great land of ours.

Other examples:

= But you have to let me go to the party! Everyone will be there!

s Everybody drives a little over the speed limit. If I drove the speed limit,
I would get rear-ended!

s Lipton Ice Tea. Join the Dance.

"Glen Kessler, “U.S. Oil Resources: President Obama’s ‘Non Sequitur Facts,” Washington Post,
March 15, 2012, http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/fact~checker/post/us-oil-resources
-president-obamas-non-sequitur-facts/2012/03/14/g1QApP14CS_blog.html.
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Appeal 1o Tradition

In making an appeal to tradition, the arguct assumes th:li,ctI whatt. has texxstf:d
for a long time and has thercfore become trad}tlon .shou con 1(r11}1c: 2 exﬁ;t
becanse it is a tradition. If the arguer avoids telling his or he'r reader why the
tradition should be preserved, he or she may be accused of failing to meet the

real issue. L Lo
The following statement appeared in a letter defending the membership

policy of the Century Club, an all-male club established in New York City in

1847 that was under pressure to admit women. The writer was a Presbyterian
minister who opposed the admission of women.

I am totally opposed to a proposal which would radically change the
nature of the Century. . .. A club creates an ethos of its own over the
years, and I would deeply deplore a step that would inevitably create an

entirely different kind of place.8

e “because it’s always been done that way.”
may seem out of sync with modern
tudents were so devoted to the mas-

Numerous activities continu
They range from debutante balls that

times to football traditions. Texas A&M s i ST
sive bonfire that marked the approach of their game with rival University of

Texas that it was continued off campus, unsanctioned by the school, even after
eleven students and one former student died during a collapse of the stacked
wood in 1999. Tradition in and of itself is not a bad thing, but discrimina-
tion, injustice, and unsafe behaviors have often been prolonged in the name

of tradition.

Strategies for Uncovering Logical Fallacies

1. If your source is making use of inducti'on - that' underlying it? To be sure, write out its argument

is, drawing a conclusion based on a number " in the form of a syllogism, and confirm that both
of individual examples — ask yourself if it has the major and the minor premises are true.
enough examples with variety to justify the - 3. Avoid sources that word their thesis statements
conclusion. In other words, will your readers b_e 7 in absolute terms like all, every, everyone, every-
able to make the inductive leap from examples * body, and always.
to the conclusion you are asking them to make? 4, Use the list of fallacies in this chapter as a check-
2. If your source is making use of deduction, is its list while you read each of your sources with a
conclusion a logical one based on the premises critical eye, looking for any breakdown in logic.

8 David H, C. Read, letter to the New York Times, January 13, 1983, 14.
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practice

Decide whethfer the reasoning in the followin
common fallacies presented in the Previous page

1.

10.
11.
12.
13
14.
15.
16.
17.

18.

g examples is faulty. Use the
S s to explain your answers.

The presiding judge of a revolutiona
being executed without trial, replies

we know that they’re guilty?” ’

e governmen i :
Tl'; 3 agt e ditnhaz the right to require the wearing of helmets while
op g § on a motorcycle because of the high rate of head injuries
incurred in motorcycle accidents. !
ildren who wa
Chil tch game shows rather than situation comedies receive

h1ghcr_gr ades in SC.hool. So it must be true that game shows are more
educational than situation comedies

ry tribunal, being asked why people are
Why should we put them on trial when

The meteorologist predicted the wro : :
IS Ay ng amount of rain for May. Obviously,

Women ought to be registered in the Selective Service System. Why should
men be the only ones to face death and danger?

If Michelle Obama uses Truvia, it must taste better than Splenda.

People will gamble anyway, so why not legalize gambling in this state?

Be<.:aus<(:iso n_luch Floncy was'spent on public education in the last decade
Whl’le educational achievement declined, more money to improve education
can't be the answer to reversing the decline.

, .
He's a columnist for a campus newspaper, so he must be a pretty good writer.

We tend to exaggerate the need for Standard English. You don't need much
Standard English for most jobs in this country.

It’s discriminatory to mandate that police officers must conform to a certain
height and weight.

A doctor can charge for a missed appointment, so patients should be charged
less when a doctor keeps them waiting.

Because this soft drink contains so many chemicals, it must be unsafe.

Core requirements should be eliminated. After all, students are paying for
their education, so they should be able to earn a diploma by choosing the
courses they want.

We should encourage a return to arranged marriages in this country since
marriages based on romantic love haven't been very successful.

I know three redheads who have terrible tempers, and since Annabel has rcd’
hair, I’ll bet she has a terrible temper, too.

Supreme Court Justice Byron White was an all-American football player

while in college, so how can you say that athletes are dumb?

Benjamin H. Sasway, a student at Humboldt State University in California,

was indicted for failure to register for possible conscription. Barry Lynn,
said, “It is disgraceful that this

president of Draft Action, an antidraft group,
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large segment graduates as functional ill 7. i il s ol
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down, 23 percent of stuffed ham spoiled wed oof p 5
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A professor at Rutgers University: “The arrest rate for wo g

as that of men. Women, inflamed by the doctrl‘nes of
careers with the same zeal as business and

conscience and moral co

James A, Hareis, former

three times as fast
feminism, are pursuing criminal
the professions.”

Physical education should be requ
George Meany, former president 0
who constantly say you have got to lis

ired because physical activity is healthful,

£ the AFL-CIO, in 1968: “To these people
ten to these younger people, they have
‘ i ’ _They smoke more pot than
ot something to say, I just don't buy that at all. They ‘
\gve do and if tghe younger generation are the hundred thc?usand kids that Jay
around a field up in Woodstock, New York, I am not going to trust the

destiny of the country to that group.”

That candidate was poor as a child, so he will cert
poor if he’s elected.
When the federal government sent troops into Little Rock, Arkansas, to
enforce integration of the public school system, the governor of Arkansas
attacked the action, saying that it was as brutal an act of intervention as
Russia’s sending troops into Hungary to squelch the Hungarians’ rebellion.
In both cases, the governor said, the rights of a freedom-loving, independent
people were being violated. o '

Governor Jones was elected two years ago. Since that time, constant examples
of corruption and subversion have been unearthed. It is time to get rid of the
man responsible for this kind of corrupt government.

Are we going to vote a pay increase for our teachers, or are we going to allow
our schools to deteriorate into substandard custodial institutions?

ainly be sympathetic to the

You see, the priests were right. After we threw those virgins into the volcano,
it quit erupting. ‘

The people of Rome lost their vitality and desire for freedom when their
emperors decided that the way to keep them happy was to provide them
with bread and circuses. What can we expect of our own country now that
the government gives people free food and there is a constant round of
entertainment provided by television?

From Mark Clifton, “The Dread Tomato Affliction” (proving that eating
tomatoes is dangerous and even deadly): “Ninety-two point four percent of
juvenile delinquents have eaten tomatoes. Fifty-seven point one percent of
the adult criminals in penitentiaries throughout the United States have eaten

tomatoes. Eighty-four percent of all people killed in automobile accidents
during the year have eaten tomatoes.”
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READING ARGUMENT

seeing Logical Fallacies

The foﬂqur;{l% aflssa'.y has been annotated to point out places where the author
finds logic acies with cyclists’ demands for road privileges. Annotations

i R DRSS B

Jlso note logical problems with the author’s argument. }
e
Drivers Get Rolled P

TS

CHRISTOPHER CALDWELL

o I £ 1 |
Late last August, along the coast of New Hampshire, Kevin Walsh, police %11 |
chief in the town of Rye, got a lecture on law enforcement from a bunch of ( #:
grown-up bicyclists. Local law requires bikers to ride single-file when there ; é
is traffic. But this day, a pack of a dozen or so bikers were racing down Ocean ,, '
Boulevard, at high speed, up to five abreast, according to an interview the %
chief later gave. Walsh decided to flag them down and tell them what they % |
were doing was unsafe, “out of control,” and “an accident waiting to happen.” %

He stood in the middle of Ocean Boulevard and signaled them to stop. The

bikers blew past him in a whoosh! of Lycra, sweat, and profanity. Walsh got

in his cruiser and cut off the bikers four miles up the road. When he stopped

them, they began to chew him out. “You almost killed somebody back there, The bikers are setting up a

. 2 > ” t the cop. “Do you straw man to divert blame
standing in the middle of the road,” one of them screamed at the cop y! g it

understand we can’t stop? Do you understand we can't stop like 2 car?”

Christopher Caldwell is a journalist and former senior editor at the Weekly Standard, where this
article appeared on November 18, 2013. He has also written frequently for the Wall Street Journd,
the New York Times, and the Washington Post, among many other publications.
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Shows the false anatogy:

It they can't stop like a car,
they shouldn't expect the
rights of drivers.

Shows why the analogy
between cars and bikes
works only part of the time
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Like many episodes in the world of adult recreational cycling, this one
breaks new ground in the annals of chutzpah. Few non-cyclists would think
to scold a law enforcement official for having nearly been run over by them.
Fewer still would release to the news media a video of the incident— which
came from a camera mounted on the handlebars of one of the bikers—in
the almost demented belief that it constituted a vindication rather than an
incrimination. And yet you can see it online.

Incidents like this now happen every day. Laws governing bikes on roads

have never been crystal-clear, and have always been marked by a degree of

common sense and compromise. An increase in racing and commuting bikers

has altered what passes for common sense. Cyclists like the ones in New
Hampshire, whose reckless riding and self-righteousness have earned rolled
eyes nationwide and the nickname of “Lycra louts” in England, have tested
the public’s willingness for compromise. As bicyclists become an ever more pow-
erful lobby, ever more confident in the good they are doing for the environ-
ment and public health, they are discovering—1o0 their sincere surprise —that
they are provoking mistrust and even hostility among the public.

Transported
When there are more bicyclists on the road, when most bicyclists are no lon-
ger children and teens, and when well-built bikes can easily descend a hill at
50 miles an hour, new questions come up. The first is how we are to think of
bikes. Are they like really fast pedestrians? Or like cars with a lower maximum
speed? The law’s general view is that they are vehicles. But what the law really
means is not that bikes are exactly like cars but that they are analogous. You
don't need to get a license to ride a bike, you don't need your vehicle inspected
to put it on the road, and you aren’t charged tax for the upkeep of highways.
There is considerable ambiguity here, and activist bikers, with lawyerly sophis-
tication, almost unfailingly claim the best of both worlds. Consider the guy we
mentioned above who insisted police chief Walsh give him all the rights of the
road for a vehicle he claimed to be unable to stop. Bicyclists are exactly like
cars when it suits them —as when they occupy the middle of a lane in rush
hour. But they are different when it suits them—going 18 mph in that very
same lane even though the posted speed is 45, riding two abreast, running red
lights if there’s nothing coming either way, passing vehicles on the right when
there’s a right turn coming up. This makes bikes a source of unpredictability,
frustration, and danger. _

This should not alarm us unduly. Bicyclists sometimes do require the
middle of the roadway, and do need special consideration. The rightmost
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ort of the road is often Punctuated v

.11 swallow a tire whole a '
will nd ﬂmg You over the handlebars. There are bro-

dropped hypoderm;
ken bottles, dropped hypodermic needles, oi] sl .
coad’s crown, and places where the roade's, ks that have drained offthe

ith old-fashioned sewer grates that

d .
you to kingdom come. Almost 700 A reminder of the dangers of

c}rclists died on the road in the United States in 2011. Let us not forget the bieyeling

cm,ironmental, aesthetic, and health
Jre obvious and undeniable,

The problem is that our transportation e
over the decades, is already over capacity,
fond of reminding us when arguing for t

so easily rejlg%ered, Unquestionably we have misbuilt our transport grid. It
IS o Cpe,ndent. It should better accommodate bikers and walkers.
But for now l.t ca.n t. Unless you want to cover much more of the country in A simple if unfortunate
asphalt—which is far from the professed wishes of bikers —lane space is T e UpREOR oy
finite. ’I.‘hcre are fev\‘r places in America where public transportation can serve ngr;:da;engtict;fngst?
as a serious alternative to driving. In only five metropolitan areas— Boston,
New York, Washington, Chicago, and San Francisco—do as many as
10 percent of commuters take public transportation.
So, except in a few spots where roads were built too wide and can now
accommodate bike paths, adding bicycles to the mix means squeezing cars.
Bike-riders don't “share” the road so much as take it over. Their wish is gen-
erally that the right-hand lane of any major or medium-sized road be turned
into a bike lane or, at best, a shared-use lane. This would place drivers in a
position of second-class citizenship on roads that were purpose-built for
them. There are simply not enough cyclists to make that a reasonable idea.
What is going on is the attempt of an organized private interest to claim a

twork, built at the cost of trillions
as the Obama administration was
he 2009 stimulus package. It is not
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public good. Cyclists remind one of those residents in exurban subdivisions  False dilemma: Private

who, over years, allow grass and shrubbery to encroach on dirt public side- :‘terets:]a"d tp”s"cn?;"‘;"y
. T o not have to be mutu

walk until it becomes indistinguishable from their yards, and then sneakily extlusive:

fence it in.

Our numbers about how many people bike and how often are relatively
imprecise. The best estimates come from counting commutes and accidents.
According to the U.S. census, 120 million people drive to work every week-
day, and 750,000 bike. In other words, there are 160 drivers for every biker.
Bike use is growing —but even at 40 times the present level it would still
not be sensible public policy to squander a quarter, a third, or half of the lane
space on a busy rush-hour artery for a bike lane.

A g i AT Pe A by
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Hasty generalization: Not all
bikers are rude.

The virtues of biking are
irrelevant to the issue of
biking safely.

CHAPTER 12 Logic

Bike riding could be the wave of the future, or it could be a sports fad,
the way tennis was in the 1970s or skateboarding in the 1980s or golf in
the 1990s. It is hard to tell, since bike riding is now the beneficiary of vast
public and private subsidies and massive infrastructure projects, from Indi-
anapolis’s $100 million plan to add bike lanes and other nonauto byways to
Citibank’s underwriting of the New York City bike-share program. “Subsi-
dize it and they will come,” could be the motto. Drivers are being taxed to

subsidize their own eviction.

High Rollers

There are a number of internationally recognized signals through which
bicyclists convey their intentions to drivers. The raised left hand means a right
turn, the dropped left hand means slowing down, and so on. I have never

seen either of these gestures used. Instead, cyclists tend to communicate with
motorists through a simpler, all-purpose gesture, the raised middle finger.

The self-righteousness, the aplomb, of bicyclists is their stereotypical vice and
quirk, like the madness of hatters, the drunkenness of poets, and the commu-
nism of furriers. |

The attitude was nicely captured in a pro-biking letter to the editor in
the Brookline TAB, the community paper for Boston's richest neighborhoods:
“Whenever someone bikes or walks to the store or to work,” the writer
began, “he or she is taking one automobile off the road and making a signif-
icant contribution both to Brookline’s safety and to reducing the carbons so
dangerous to life on earth.” You see? It only looks like I'm having a midlife
crisis—I'm actually on a rescue mission! The question of what courtesy the
cyclist owes the community is immediately taken off the table, replaced by
the question of what the community can possibly do to repay its debt to the
cyclist.

All of us who care about the environment have a sense—even a
conviction— that biking is more virtuous than driving. What distinguishes
the biking enthusiast is that he is just as convinced that biking is more
virtuous than walking: “While riding,” another T24B correspondent wrote,

“I have encountered pedestrians who are texting. They are a danger to them-
selves and others, because they sometimes make erratic movements and
often ignore requests to step to the side so a bicycle can pass.” By “request,”
the writer probably means a barked command of “On your right!” or “On
your left!” made by a cyclist approaching from behind at 30 mph.

If bicyclists have a more highly developed sense that they can boss others
around, this is because they disproportionately belong to the classes from

10
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lives to where the average cyclist works is 2 heck of a lot higher than 2 per-
cent. It may not be 50 percent— the Help, after all, needs to use these roads,
too—Dbut it is high.

Wheel Estate

If bike-friendly areas are rich neighborhoods, they are a particular kind of rich
neighborhood. They are college towns, or at least “latte towns,” to use the term
David Brooks coined in these pages. The top cities for cycling commuters,
according to the U.S. census, are Corvallis and Eugene in Oregon, Fort Collins
and Boulder in Colorado, and Missoula, Montana. The census notes that
Portland, Oregon, is the only metropolitan area in which at least 2 percent
of commutes are by bike.

Its concentration in cultural hubs has consequences. Bicycling’s apostles
have behind them not just the economic and lobbying power of the “One
Percent,” but also the cultural and intellectual power of its most sophis-
ticated members. The idea that there might be alternative social goods
competing with cycling, or any reason not to offer cyclists as much leeway
and indulgence as they might demand, seems scarcely to have occurred to
anybody who discusses it in public. That, surely, is why a cyclist might think
= that posting a video of a cyclist scolding a well-meaning New Hampshire
Bicyclists expect priviieges.  police chief might help the cycling cause. The promotion of cycling is open

to discussion as to means, but not as to ends. The question is how, not
whether, to build more bike infrastructure; and how, not whether, to educate
motorists about their responsibilities to bikers. It is never about educating

bicyclists on how to find alternative modes of transport.

Leaders of the biking community, though, most often try to cast them-
selves as an underprivileged minority. Ian Walker, a “traffic psychologist” from
the University of Bath, describes cyclists as a “minority outgroup’— they
suffer in a society that “views cycling as anti-conventional and possibly even
infantile.” In an August editorial calling for an end to “anti-cyclist bias,” the
San Francisco Bay Guardian opined: “To focus exclusively on the behavior of

False analogy cyclists is like blaming a rape victim for wearing a short skirt.”

As is not uncommon when progressive utopias are being constructed, there
are a number of informal activist groups for enforcing opinion. The Twitter
feed CycleHatred was founded in Britain to expose those who wrote negative
things about cyclists, although recent press reports have implicitly questioned
whether such exposure might do the anti-cycling cause more good than harm.
The cycling journalist Peter Walker of the Guardian commented on a Tweet
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Walker responded:

Wiggins for having made cycling

¥ X S «‘ L * AT
him & piece of my mind”), Tan came in here, I'd give

But this is a category error. That our roaq s

resources to support cyclists in the style to which they would like to become
accustomcd is a matter of policy and limited resources, not of civil richts
4id prejudiCC- An action that is 1gnorable at the individual level——sfch as
c}rcling down the middle of the street at high speed —can become a problem
when the masses do it. That is why, for instance, people have been forbidden
to burn leaves in their baCk}’aI'd for the past ha]f-century. One pilc of leaves
is a beautiful smell. Several are a pollution problem, or so they tell us. Right or
wrong, those who consider leaf burning a problem are not making a bigoted
assessment of the personalities of the individual leaf-burners.

Bikers’ unmet needs, in terms of both infrastructure and law, are limitless.
A common trope is to compare America’s spending on bikes with that of the
Netherlands. Amsterdam spends $39 per resident on bike trails, laments the
Boston Globe, while Boston spends under $2. Until we shell out as much as
the Dutch, there can be no such thing as misspent money. Pointing to areas,
mostly poor, in which Washington, D.C.’s Capital Bikeshare program has
failed to win a following, the director of the program assured the Washington
Post that “those areas where the bike community is not yet self-sustaining”

are “precisely where the District Department of Transportation needs to
double its efforts.” '

ystem cannot provide the

The bicycle agenda is coming to resemble the feminist agenda from the
1970s, when previously all-male universities went co-ed. Everything that
was ever off-limits to the aggrieved minority must be opened up, while
sancta established for the minority in the old days must be preserved, and
new ones founded. So bikers must have access to roads and hiking trails,
but also get their own new “bike boulevards.” Having a special bike-friendly
highway, such as Route 9W, west of the Hudson River, does not mean that

certain other highways will ever be closed off to bikes in the interest of
efficiency or fairness.
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Walker points out the hasty
generalization.

The analogy is incomplete
unless the number of bikers
is also compared.

The analogy is not clear.
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CHAPTER 12 Logic

While it is wrong to call bicyclists a downtrddden.minoriry., they are 5
minority in one scns‘e.Thcy are one of those compact, issue-oriented sma]|
groups that, as the cconomist Mancur Olson warned in his classic The Logi
of Collective Action (1965), generally take unmotivated majorities to the
cleaners. There are probably a million dedicated cyclists in this country,
bent on taking over a quarter or a third of the nation’s road space, built a¢
the price of| let us repeat, trillions. They are ranged against the 200 milliop
drivers who have a vague sense they are being duped. But this sense is only
vague, and because motorists, like other American voters, have developed
the habit of being talked into giving up what is theirs, any wise person
would bet on the bicyclists’ winning all they ask for. A small collection of
elite hobbyists will continue, as Tacitus might have put it, to make a traffic
jam and call it peace.

Reading, Writing, and Discussion Questions

——

1. Explain why the anecdote in the first paragraph is an example of the straw
man fallacy.

2. Explain one or more of the examples of false analogy in the article.

3. How convincing is Christopher Caldwell's argument that bicyclists are
among our richest citizens? Does your experience seem to support that claim?
Explain.

4. Have you experienced or witnessed the sorts of problems between bikers and
drivers that Caldwell describes? If so, give an example.

5. In spite of the focus in the annotations on logical fallacies, what strengths does
the article have? '

Practice: Uncovering Logical Fallacies

Read the following court decision, and answer the questions that follow. It
will be useful to keep in mind that the plaintiff, Homer Plessy, although a
Creole who could easily have passed for white, was legally “colored” accord-
ing to the law of that day because he had one eighth African blood. He chose
not to deny his African heritage when asked and expected to be arrested or

at least to be removed from the train car for whites for which he had bought
a ticket.:~ ' '
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This case turns upon the constigyy
Jfan act of the general assembly ¢
[ ouisiana, passed in 1890, providi
ailway carriages for the white an
Acts 1890, No:A11, pa 152

The first section of the statyte enacts “that
Il railway companies carrying Passengers in
their coaches in this state, shal] provide equal
put separate accommodations for the white, and
colored races, by providing two or more pas-
senger coaches for each passenger train, or by
dividing the passenger coaches by a partition so
as to secure separate accommodations: provided,
that this section shall not be construed to apply
to street railroads. No person or persons shall be
permitted to occupy seats in coaches, other than

the ones assigned to them, on account of the
race they belong to.”

onaljty
f the state of

By the second section it was enacted “that
the officers of such passenger trains shall have
power and are hereby required to assign each
passenger to the coach or compartment used
for the race to which such passenger belongs;
any passenger insisting on going into a coach
or compartment to which by race he does not
belong, shall be liable to a fine of twenty-five
dollars, or in lieu thereof to imprisonment for
a period of not more than twenty days in the
parish prison, and any officer of any railroad
insisting on assigning a passenger to a coach or
compartment other than the one set aside for
the race to which said passenger belongs, shall
be liable to a fine of twenty-five dollars, or in
lieu thereof to imprisonment for a period of not
more than twenty days in the parish prison; and
should any passenger refuse to occupy the coach

Common Fallacies

o 1 e it
T ey e ¢ o it B BT i e R

Of compartment to which he or she is assigned
by the officer of such railway, said officer shall
have power to refuse to carry such passenger on
his train, and for such refusal neither he nor the
railway company which he represents shall be
liable for damages in any of the courts of this
state.”, .,

The information filed in the criminal district
court charged, in substance, that Plessy, being a
passenger between two stations within the state
of Louisiana, was assigned by officers of the
company to the coach used for the race to which
he belonged, but he insisted upon going into
a coach used by the race to which he did not
belong. Neither in the information nor plea was
his particular race or color averred.’

The petition for the writ of prohibition
averred that petitioner was seven-eighths
Caucasian and one-eighth African blood; that
the mixture of colored blood was not discernible
in him; and that he was entitled to every right,
privilege, and immunity secured to citizens of the
United States of the white race; and that, upon
such theory, he took possession of a vacant seat

The case of Plessy v. Ferguson was a landmark case
decided by the Supreme Court in 1896 that established
“separate but equal” justification for racial segregation.
The plaintiff in error — the person who had brought the
case against the railroad and was now appealing the
verdict — was Homer Plessy, a resident of Louisiana.
The defendant was the Honorable John H. Ferguson,
judge of the criminal District Court for the parish of Orle-
ans, where the case was originally heard. Henry Billings
Brown was the United States Supremé Court justice who
wrote the opinion of the majority of the court.

! Alleged as a fact in support of a plea.— Eps. [All notes are
the editors’.]
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in a coach where passengers of the white race
were accommodated, and was ordered by the
conductor to vacate said coach, and take a seat
in another, assigned to persons of the colored
race, and, having refused to comply with such
demand, he was torcibly ejected, with the aid of a
police officer, and imprisoned in the parish jail to
answer a charge of having violated the above act.
The constitutionality of this act is attacked
upon the ground that it conflicts both with the
Thirteenth Amendment of the Constitution,
abolishing slavery, and the Fourteenth Amend-
ment, which prohibits certain restrictive legisla-
tion on the part of the states.

1. That it does not conflict with the Thirteenth
Amendment, which abolished slavery and
involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for
crime, 1s too clear for argument. Slavery implies
involuntary servitude, a state of bondage; the
ownership of mankind as a chattel, or, at least, the
control of the labor and services of one man for
the benefit of another, and the absence of a legal
right to the disposal of his own person, property,
and services. This amendment was said in the
Slaughter-House Cases, 16 Wall. 36, to have been
intended primarily to abolish slavery, as it had
been previously known in this country, and that
it equally forbade Mexican peonage or the Chi-
nese coolie trade, when they amounted to slavery
or involuntary servitude, and that the use of the
word “servitude” was intended to prohibit the use
of all forms of involuntary slavery, of whatever
class or name. It was intimated,? however, in that
case, that this amendment was regarded by the
statesmen of that day as insufficient to protect
the colored race from certain laws which had

2 Hinted or suggested.

been enacted in the Southern states, imposing
upon the colored race onerous disabilities and
burdens, and curtailing their rights in the pursuit
of life, liberty, and property to such an extent that
their freedom was of little value; and that the
Fourteenth Amendment was devised to meet this
exigency.

So, too, in the Civil Rights Cases, 109 U.S, 3,

3 Sup. Ct. 18, it was said that the act of a mere
individual, the owner of an inn, a public con-
veyance or place of amusement, refusing accom-
modations to colored people, cannot be justly
regarded as imposing any badge of slavery or
servitude upon the applicant, but only as involv-
ing an ordinary civil injury, properly cognizable?
by the laws of the state, and presumably subject
to redress* by those laws until the contrary
appears. “It would be running the slavery ques-
tion into the ground,” said Mr. Justice Bradley,
“to make it apply to every act of discrimination
which a person may see fit to make as to the
guests he will entertain, or as to the people he
will take into his coach or cab or car, or admit to
his concert or theater, or deal with in other mat-
ters of intercourse or business.”

A statute which implies merely a legal dis-
tinction between the white and colored races—
a distinction which is founded in the color of the
two races, and which must always exist so long
as white men are distinguished from the other
race by color—has no tendency to destroy the
legal equality of the two races, or re-establish a
state of involuntary servitude. Indeed, we do not
understand that the Thirteenth Amendment is

strenuously relied upon by the plaintiff in error
in this connection.

3 Within the jurisdiction of,

4 ; :
Remedy or compensation for a wrong or grievance.
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The proper construction of thijs amend-
ment was first called to the attention of this
court in the Slaughter-House Cases, 16 Wall.
36, which involved, however, not a question of
race, but one of exclusive privileges. The case'
did not call for any expression of opinion as to
the exact rights it was intended to secure to the
colored race, but it was said generally that its
main purpose was to establish the citizenship
of the negro, to give definitions of citizenship
of the United States and of the states, and to
protect from the hostile legislation of the states
the privileges and immunities of citizens of the
United States, as distinguished from those of
citizens of the states. The object of the amend-
ment was undoubtedly to enforce the absolute
equality of the two races before the law, but,
in the nature of things, it could not have been
intended to abolish distinctions based upon
color, or to enforce social, as distinguished from
political, equality, or a commingling of the two
races upon terms unsatisfactory to either. Laws
permitting, and even requiring, their separation,
in places where they are liable to be brought
into contact, do not necessarily imply the infe-
riority of either race to the other, and have
been generally, if not universally, recognized as
within the competency of the state legislatures

equal
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in the exercise of their police power. The most
common instance of this is connected with the
establishment of separate schools for white and
colored children, which have been held to be 2
valid exercise of the legislative power even by
courts of states where the political rights of the
colored race have been longest and most ear-
nestly enforced.

One of the earliest of these cases is that of
Roberts v. City of Boston, 5 Cush. 198, in which
the supreme judicial court of Massachusetts held
that the general school committee of Boston had
power to make provision for the instruction of
colored children in separate schools established
exclusively for them, and to prohibit their atten-
dance upon the other schools. “The great prin-
ciple,” said Chief Justice Shaw, “advanced by the
learned and eloquent advocate for the plaintiff
[Mr. Charles Sumner], is that, by the consti-
tution and laws of Massachusetts, all persons,
without distinction of age or sex, birth or color,
origin or condition, are equal before the law. . ..
But, when this great principle comes to be
applied to the actual and various conditions of
persons in society, it will not warrant the asser-
tion that men and women are legally clothed
with the same civil and political powers, and
that children and adults are legally to have the
same functions and be subject to the same treat-
ment; but only that the rights of all, as they are
settled and regulated by law, are equally entitled
to the paternal consideration and protection
of the law for their maintenance and security.”
It was held that the powers of the commit-
tee extended to the establishment of separate
schools for children of different ages, sexes,
and colors, and that they might also establish
special schools for poor and neglected children,
who have become too old to attend the primary
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school, and yet have not acquired the rudiments
of learning, to enable them to enter the ordinary
schools. Similar laws have been enacted by con-
gress under its general power of legislation over

the District of Columbia (sections 281-283, 310,

319, Rev. 5t. D. C.), as well as by the legislatures
of many of the states, and have been generally, if
not uniformly, sustained by the courts. . . .

Laws forbidding the intermarriage of the
two races may be said in a technical sense to
interfere with the freedom of contract, and yet
have been universally recognized as within
the police power of the state. State v. Gibson,
36 Ind. 389.

While we think the enforced separation of
the races, as applied to the internal commerce
of the state, neither atbridgf:s5 the privileges or
immunities of the colored man, deprives him
of his property without due process of law, nor
denies him the equal protection of the laws,
within the meaning of the Fourteenth Amend-
ment, we are not prepared to say that the con-
ductor, in assigning passengers to the coaches
according to their race, does not act at his peril,
or that the provision of the second section of
the act that denies to the passenger compen-
sation in damages for a refusal to receive him
into the coach in which he properly belongs is
a valid exercise of the legislative power. Indeed,
we understand it to be conceded by the state’s
attorney that such part of the act as exempts
from liability the railway company and its offi-
cers is unconstitutional. The power to assign to a
particular coach obviously implies the power to
determine to which race the passenger belongs,
as well as the power to determine who, under
the laws of the particular state, is to be deemed a

5 Restricts.

white, and who a colored, person. This question,
though indicated in the brief of the plaintiff in
error, does not properly arise upon the record in
this case, since the only issue made is as to the
unconstitutionality of the act, so far as it requires
the railway to provide separate accommodations,
and the conductor to assign passengers accord-
ing to their race.

It is claimed by the plaintiff % in error that,
in a mixed community, the reputation of belong-
ing to the dominant race, in this instance the
white race, is “property,” in the same sense that
a right of action or of inheritance is property.
Conceding this to be so, for the purposes of
this case, we are unable to see how this statute
deprives him of, or in any way affects his right
to, such property. If he be a white man, and
assigned to a colored coach, he may have his
action for damages against the company for
being deprived of his so-called “property.” Upon
the other hand, if he be a colored man, and be
so assigned, he has been deprived of no property,
since he is not lawfully entitled to the reputation
of being a white man.

In this connection, it is also suggested by
the learned counsel for the plaintiff in error
that the same argument that will justify the
state legislature in requiring railways to provide
separate accommodations for the two races will
also authorize them to require separate cars to
be provided for people whose hair is of a certain
color, or who are aliens, or who belong to certain
nationalities, or to enact laws requiring colored
people to walk upon one side of the street, and
white people upon the other, or requiring white
men’s houses to be painted white, and colored

® The person who brings legal action against another (the
defendant).
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So far, the.n, as a conflict with the Fourteenth
Alnendmen.t 1s concerned, the case reduces itself
to the question whether the statute of Louisjana
is a reasonable regulation, and with respect to
this there must necessarily be a large discretion
on the part of the legislature. In determining
the question of reasonableness, it is at liberty
to act with reference to the established usages,
customs, and traditions of the people, and with a
view to the promotion of their comfort, and the
preservation of the public peace and good order.
Gauged by this standard, we cannot say that a
law which authorizes or even requires the sepa-
ration of the two races in public conveyances is
unreasonable, or more obnoxious to the Four-
teenth Amendment than the acts of Congress
requiring separate schools for colored children
in the District of Columbia, the constitutionality
of which does not seem to have been questioned,
or the corresponding acts of state legislatures.

We consider the underlying fallacy of the
plaintiff’s argument to consist in the assump-.
tion that the enforced separation of the two
races stamps the colored race with a badge of
inferiority. If this be so, it is not by reason of
anything found in the act, but solely because the
colored race chooses to put that construction
upon it. The argument necessarily assumes that
if, as has been more than once the case, and is
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not unlikely to be so again, the colored race
should become the dominant power in the state
legislature, and should enact a law in precisely
similar terms, it would thereby relegate the
white race to an inferior position. We imagine
that the white race, at least, would not acquiesce
in this assumption. The argument also assumes
that social prejudices may be overcome by leg-
islation, and that equal rights cannot be secured
to the negro except by an enforced commin-
gling of the two races. We cannot accept this
proposition. If the two races are to meet upon
terms of social equality, it must be the result of
natural affinities, a mutual appreciation of each
other’s merits, and a voluntary consent of indi-
viduals. As was said by the court of appeals of
New York in People v. Gallagher, 93 N. Y. 438,
448: “This end can neither be accomplished
nor promoted by laws which conflict with the
general sentiment of the community upon
whom they are designed to operate. When the
government, therefore, has secured to each of its
citizens equal rights before the law, and equal
opportunities for improvement and progress,
it has accomplished the end for which it was
organized, and performed all of the functions
respecting social advantages with which it is
endowed.” Legislation is powerless to eradicate
racial instincts, or to abolish distinctions based
upon physical differences, and the attempt to do
so can only result in accentuating the difficulties
of the present situation. If the civil and politi-
cal rights of both races be equal, one cannot be
inferior to the other civilly or politically. If one
race be inferior to the other socially, the Con-
stitution of the United States cannot put them
upon the same plane. . ..

The judgment of the court below is therefore
affirmed. |
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Reading, Writing, and Discussion Questions

1. How is Justice Henry Billings Brown's argument in paragraphs 4-5 an example
of begging the question?

2. Why does Brown say that it is “too clear for argument” that the actions o‘f
the railroad did not violate the Thirteenth Amendment (para. 7)? Why did
“statesmen of that day” feel that the Thirteenth Amendment was not enough,
leading them to push for the passage of the Fourteenth?

3. Consider Brown's position in paragraph 8 about “ordinary civil injury” such
as deciding whom to entertain and whom to rent a room to. What is the
legal stance today toward such decisions made by individuals? Can you name
(or find) any more recent examples of events or court cases to support your
answer?

4. Paraphrase paragraph 11, which gets to the heart of the argument that the
case is most famous for.

5. Paragraph 12 compares the case to a case of Boston public schools. What is
the fallacy (or fallacies) at work in this paragraph?

6. Evaluate the logic of paragraph 15 and its interpretation of the Fourteenth
Amendment’s reference to “life, liberty, or property.” What logical fallacies are
at play? Where does the logic falter?

7. Evaluate the analogy in paragraph 16. Is it logical? Why or why not? What
does the tone suggest about Brown’s attitude toward those who are not white?

8. How does paragraph 17 illustrate the fallacy called appeal to tradition?

9. Brown opens paragraph 18 by saying that the argument of the plaintiff’s
counsel is fallacious in that if a “badge of inferiority” exists as a result of
separating the races, it exists only in the minds of people of color. How does
Brown contradict his own argument by the end of the paragraph?

10. What has happened to the legal concept of “separate but equal” since 18962

Assignments for Logic

Reading and Discussion Questions

1. How do the inductive and deductive reasoning processes relate to the scientific
method?

2. Why is it sometimes difficult to read an essay and tell whether the writer
approached the topic through induction or deduction?

3. Look at a product review in Consumer Reports or a similar publication or
website. Pick a general category like laptop computers, SUVs, or smartphones.

Explore how the researchers arrive at their recommendations. Do they use
induction or deduction?

4. Locate print ads to illustrate some of the fallacies covered in this chapter.
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RESEARCH ASSIGNMENT
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ject youre interested in or a current issue discussed in

class. Choose a current controversial issue from class discussion or from recent
headlines. Consider the topic, and decide if you want to research through
an inductive or deductive process. Write a paragraph to explain your choice. i
Qutline a plan for your inductive or deductive research process. Think about |
the relationship between generalizations and specifics. What sort of informa-
tion would you need for your research to produce that would bridge the gap
between the two? If you research deductively, what working thesis will you use
to guide your research? What resources will you use to find sources, and what
keywords and subject terms will guide your research?

2. Search for sources and gather at least ten potential sources. Pause and reeval-
uate. Based on what you have collected, do you need to adjust your working
thesis at all? Do you have a sense of the generalization you will draw? (An
annotated bibliography can be an especially helpful tool for this exercise. See
“MLA-Style Annotated Bibliography”in Chapter 15, p-437.)

3. Write a paragraph or two explaining how your research process led you to
adjust your working thesis or shaped your conclusion. If you did not adjust
your thesis at all, reexamine it to ensure it is of an appropriate scope (not too
narrow or broad) and is debatable.

? James Murray, “Logical Reasoning: An Antidote or a Poison for Political Disagreement?,”
Net News Ledger, April 18,2019, http://www.netnewsledger. com/2019/04/18/logical-reasoning
-an—antidote-or—a-poison—for—political—disagrecment/ :




